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In Felicy Directive 80-023, dated October 28, 1990, The

Justice ©f The Peace Courts' Relationship With The Police, at
paragraph 5, .page 4, I wrote:

""I ask all of our Court perscnnel to make
every effort to accommodate police officers who
appear for official purposes at Justice of the
Beace Courts Dby giving them preference of
appearance when possible so that they may return
to their road assignments with less delay than is
presently being encountered. At the same time, it
must be recognized that some delays - are
unaveidable. Por example, a case in progress
ordinarily should not be interrupted to
accommopdate waiting police officers. Further,
since Court appearances are ih many cases on a
non-scheduled basis, congestion will often occur
through no one's neglect, especially in our more
active Courts." (Emphasis added.)

In Policy Directive 81-034, dated March 4, 1981, Priority

of Cases Where A Defendant Is In The Custody Of A Department 'gg

Cerrection Court And Transpdrtatiun Officer, 2t page 1, I wrote:



- ""Because - of the demands " uwpon .[correctional
 officers) and because - of the obvious manpower
shortage. regardlng correctianal nfficers T assigned .
to the Court-and Transportation detail, .I- re%uest_
that .you give pricrity to cases where a defendant
iz in the custody of E. correctional officer.".
V{Emphasis added.).

This Supplement to Policy Directive 30—023115 promﬁlgated
to underscnré thé coﬁtinued prefergnEE'which'shoﬁld he'giveﬁ to
cases involving both types of officeré and to fespond to & réﬁent
inguiry not answered in either of- the. aforementianea Palicg
Directives. Suppose that both =2 -poliée officer and a
correctional ﬁfficer'are in Court waiting to sEe_;he-Judgg. Each
has .a persen in custody. | Aé batween the twa; which should
receive preferential treatmenf? I canclude that, for the reascns
stﬁtsd' in. Policy D;rective 81-034, as between the tﬁo_ the
correctional bffiéer should be given pricrity in appearing before
the Couft.
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